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Union and the reunification of East
and West Germany.

Information about the outside world
is hard to come by in North Korea, just
as it was hard to get in the Soviet
Union before detente opened the win-
dow and let the Soviet people catch the
scent of the fresh air of freedom.

Perhaps dialog with North Korea and
greater openness there will bring about
a similar result. If so, we will have Sec-
retary Perry to thank for his role in
getting that dialog jump-started after
it had stalled amidst mutual suspicions
and acrimony during the mid-1990s.

Mr. President, in closing I would like
to extend my profound thanks to Bill
Perry for the way he carried out his re-
sponsibilities. He answered the call to
public service two years ago, trading
the comfort of northern California for
the landmine-strewn terrain of Wash-
ington and North Korea. He has con-
ducted himself with honor and a strong
sense of duty. He will be missed.

The stakes on the peninsula are high.
Events there will not only shape the
security environment of Northeast
Asia, but also affect our decision
whether to deploy a limited national
missile defense, and if so, what kind of
defense. From my perspective, it would
be a great accomplishment if we could
neutralize the North Korean missile
threat through diplomacy rather than
spend billions of dollars to construct a
missile defense system which might do
more harm to our national security
than good.

I wish Secretary Albright and her
new Korea policy adviser Wendy Sher-
man well as they strive to build on the
momentum generated over the past few
months. It is a tough job, but it is in-
cumbent on us to test North Korea’s
commitment to peace.

——
DEMOCRACY DENIED IN BELARUS

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I am
pleased to join as an original cosponsor
of this resolution introduced by my
colleague from Illinois, Senator DUR-
BIN, to address the continuing constitu-
tional crisis in Belarus.

As Co-Chairman of the Helsinki Com-
mission, during the 106th Congress I
have worked on a bipartisan basis to
promote the core values of democracy,
human rights and the rule of law in
Belarus in keeping with that country’s
commitments as a participating State
in the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE). Back in
April the OSCE set four criteria for
international observation of ©par-
liamentary elections held this past
weekend: respect for human rights and
an end to the climate of fear; opposi-
tion access to the state media; a demo-
cratic electoral code; and the granting
of real power to the new parliament.

Regrettably, the Lukashenka regime
responded with at best half-hearted
measures aimed at giving the appear-
ance of progress while keeping democ-
racy in check. Instead of using the
elections process to return Belarus to
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the path of democracy and end that
country’s self-isolation, Mr.
Lukashenka tightened his grip on
power launching an intensified cam-
paign of harassment against the demo-
cratic opposition and fledgling inde-
pendent media. Accordingly, a tech-
nical assessment team dispatched by
the OSCE concluded that the elections
‘“fell short of meeting minimum com-
mitments for free, fair, equal account-
able, and transparent elections.” The
President of the Parliamentary Assem-
bly of the OSCE confirmed the flawed
nature of the campaign period.

We recently saw how Slobodan
Milosevic was swept from power by a
wave of popular discontent following
yvears of repression. After his ouster,
Belarus now has the dubious distinc-
tion of being the sole remaining dicta-
torship in Europe. Misguided steps to-
ward recognition of the results of
Belarus’ flawed parliamentary elec-
tions would only serve to bolster Mr.
Lukashenka in the lead up to presi-
dential elections slated for next year.

This situation was addressed today in
an editorial in the Washington Times.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a copy of this editorial be
printed in the RECORD following my re-
marks.

I commend Senator DURBIN for his
leadership on this issue and will con-
tinue to work with my colleagues to
support the people of Belarus in their
quest to move beyond dictatorship to
genuine democracy.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Washington Times, Oct. 19, 2000]

BATTLE FOR BELARUS

In Belarus last weekend, the opposition
leaders did not light their parliament on fire
as their Yugoslavian counterparts had the
week before. They did not crush the walls of
the state media outlet with bulldozers or
leave key sites in their capital in shambles.
No, the people living under the last dictator
of Europe met this weekend’s parliamentary
elections with silence. Opposition parties
rallied the people to boycott, and what they
didn’t say at the polls, the international
community said for them.

The U.S. State Department declared the
results ‘“‘not free, fair, or transparent’ and
replete with ‘‘gross abuses’” by President
Alexander Lukashenko’s regime. The Orga-
nization for Security and Cooperation in Eu-
rope (OSCE), the Council of Europe, the Eu-
ropean parliament and the European Union
said the same. The dictator’s allies got most
of the 43 seats in districts where the winner
received a majority of the vote. Where no
candidate received a majority of the vote,
run-offs will occur Oct. 26, another oppor-
tunity for the dictator to demonstrate his
unique election methods. However, a record-
low turnout in many towns, claimed as a vic-
tory by the opposition, will force new elec-
tions in three months.

What will it take for the people to push
Mr. Lukashenko to follow Yugoslav leader
Slobodan Milosevic into political oblivion in
next year’s presidential election? Nothing
short of war, if one asks the international
coordinator  for Charter 97, Andrei
Sannikov. “I don’t know how the country
survives. [Approximately] 48.5 percent live
below the poverty level,” Mr. Sannikov told
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reporters and editors of The Washington
Times. ‘“That increases to 60 percent in rural
areas. It would provoke an extreme reaction
anywhere else. Here, they won’t act as long
as there is no war’’.

But the people of Belarus are getting rest-
less. Out of the 50 percent of the people who
don’t know who they support, 90 percent are
not satisfied with Mr. Lukashenko and with
their lives in Belarus, Mr. Sannikov said.
The dictator’s behavior before last weekend’s
elections didn’t help any. In his statement
three days before the elections, Rep. Chris
Smith, chairman of the OSCE, listed just a
few reasons why the people should take to
the streets: ‘‘Since August 30, the
Lukashenko regime has denied registration
to many opposition candidates on highly
questionable grounds, detained, fined or
beaten over 100 individuals advocating a boy-
cott of the elections, burglarized the head-
quarters of an opposition party, and con-
fiscated 100,000 copies of an independent
newspaper.”’

Mr. Sannikov, a former deputy foreign
minister, was himself a victim last year
when he was beaten unconscious, and three
ribs and his nose were broken, in what he
said was a government-planned attack. He
and the rest of the opposition don’t want to
be victims in next year’s elections. If the op-
position can rally behind one formidable
leader, war won’t have to precede change—
nor will Mr. Lukashenko once again make
democracy a fatality.

————

CONTINUING PROBLEMS FOR FED-
ERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT DUE
TO THE McCDADE LAW

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have
spoken several times this year about
the so-called McDade law, which was
slipped into the omnibus appropria-
tions bill at the end of the last Con-
gress, without the benefit of any hear-
ings or debate in the Senate. I have de-
scribed the devastating effects that
this ill-considered law is having on
Federal law enforcement efforts across
the country. Recent articles in the
Washington Post, the Washington
Times and U.S. News & World Report
also describe how the McDade law has
impeded Federal criminal investiga-
tions.

For over a year, I have been pro-
posing legislation to address the prob-
lems caused by the McDade law. My
corrective legislation would preserve
the traditional role of the State courts
in regulating the conduct of attorneys
licensed to practice before them, while
ensuring that Federal prosecutors and
law enforcement agents will be able to
use traditional Federal investigative
techniques. Although the bill does not
go as far as the Justice Department
would like—it does not establish a Fed-
eral code of ethics for government at-
torneys, nor does it authorize the Jus-
tice Department to write its own ethics
rules—nevertheless, the Justice De-
partment has supported the bill as a
reasonable, measured alternative to
the McDade law.

Congress’s failure to act on this or
any other corrective legislation this
year means more confusion and uncer-
tainty, more stalled investigations,
and less effective enforcement of the
Federal criminal laws. I regret that we
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